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House of Burgess: Size matters to 
Trump 


Inauguration lies called ‘alternative facts' 


By Rob Burgess 
Tribune columnist 


Before Friday’s inauguration of President Donald Trump, it didn’t matter to 
me one bit how many or how few people showed up in Washington, D.C. It 
could have happened at night, alone, in the middle of the woods, or 
everyone in the world could have been forced to view it. My mind was far 
too consumed with grasping the reality this was actually happening to 


consider spending two seconds worrying about statistics. Bleachers along 


the parade route sat empty and the National Mall crowd seemed sparse, but 


I shrugged my shoulders and attempted to go about my day. 


And one would think the newly minted 45th president would have other 
matters on his mind, as well. Maybe this shouldn’t come as a shock, but the 
reality television star who unironically referred to himself as “the ratings 
machine, DJT” on Twitter earlier this month was very, very concerned with 
this. (It probably didn't help matters that Saturday’s Women's March 


showed what a packed crowd actually looked like.) 


Saturday, in his first “press conference,” press secretary Sean Spicer 
screamed at the assembled journalists for about five minutes before 


storming off stage without taking questions. 


“This was the largest audience to ever witness an inauguration — period — 


both in person and around the globe,” bellowed Spicer. 


What? They do know we have photographs, right? 


“He said that floor coverings highlighting empty spaces on the National 
Mall were not used for previous inaugurations, but these were in place for 
Obama's 2013 inauguration,” reported Politifact’s Linda Qiu on Saturday. 
“He claimed metro ridership was higher for Trump’s inaugural than for 
Obama's 2013 inaugural, but he compared numbers for the morning of 
Obama's inaugural to the whole day for Trump's. Spicer suggested 720,000 


attended Trump’s inauguration, while organizers said they expected 


700,000 to 900,000, and Trump himself estimated 1.5 million. All of those 
figures are less than the 1.8 million people who attended Obama’s 2009 


inaugural.” 


Home viewership wasn’t much better. Sad. 


“Trump’s Inauguration Day ceremonies grabbed 30.6 million viewers on 
Friday, significantly lower than the crowd that turned out for Barack 
Obama’s first inauguration in 2009,” reported Variety’s Daniel Holloway on 
Saturday. “Obama’s history-making first time out averaged 37.7 million 


viewers.” 


Sunday, U.S. Secret Service told CNN’s Jim Acosta no magnetometers were 
used on the National Mall, despite Spicer’s claims. Monday, Spicer doubled 
down on his fibs by saying his viewership figures included online views, 


which still didn’t make them true. 


“T think sometimes we can disagree with the facts,” he said. 


(To quote your boss: “Wrong.”) 


It’s pretty rare to see two prominent White House mouthpieces self- 
immolate their credibility in front of the whole country over something so 
trivial in the space of a few hours, but counselor to the president Kellyanne 
Conway completed the act Sunday with Chuck Todd of NBC News’ “Meet 


the Press.” 


Todd: “Answer the question of why the president asked the White House 
press secretary to come out in front ofthe podium for the first time and 
utter a falsehood? Why did he do that? It undermines the credibility of the 


entire White House press office on day one.” 


Conway: “No it doesn’t. Don’t be so overly dramatic about it, Chuck. ... 
You’re saying it’s a falsehood. ... Sean Spicer, our press secretary, gave 


alternative facts to that.” 


“Alternative facts”? Right. And the emperor isn’t naked, he’s just wearing 
“alternative clothes.” I’m so old I remember when “alternative facts” used 


to be known as “lies.” Cue the George Orwell. 


“The Party told you to reject the evidence of your eyes and ears,” Orwell 
wrote in his increasingly realistic 1949 novel, “Nineteen Eighty-Four.” “It 


was their final, most essential command.” 


It is frightening Trump would choose such an easily disprovable assertion to 
begin his new administration. What are we to do when they tell us 
something we can't easily fact-check? How do we believe anything they say 


after this? 


Rob Burgess, Tribune city editor, may be reached by calling 765-454-8577, 
via email at rob.burgess@kokomotribune.com or on Twitter at 


twitter.com/robaburg. 


